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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1 -1 1 are presented for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2, The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 



A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 



3. Claims 1-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Hellemans et al. ("TINA Service Architecture: From Specification to Implementation") 
(hereinafter Hellemans). 

As per claim 1, Hellemans clearly shows a telecommunications service session control 
system comprising at least one server and in use interacting with software objects 
derived from an application programming interface, said application programming 
interface comprising: 

A first framework object class for deriving service specific object classes to be 
instantiated on a client machine during participation in a service session (e.g. page 176, 
col. 1, lines 17-20); 

A second framework object class for deriving service specific object classes to be 
instantiated on a server during a service session, said second class representing said 
service session (e.g. page 176, col. 2, lines 1-4); and a third framework object class for 
deriving service specific object classes to be instantiated on a server during 
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participation in a service session, said third class representing said participation (e.g. 
page 176, col. 1, lines 6-14). 



5. As per claim 3, Hellemans clearly shows a system wherein said second class 
comprising methods intended to be overridden in said service specific object classes, 
said methods being for receiving calls from said system indicating changes in 
participant status during a service session (e.g. page 175, Figure 2. The C++ methods 
for receiving calls all can be overridden). 

6. As per claim 4, Hellemans clearly shows a system wherein said third class 
comprising methods intended to be overridden in said service specific object classes, 
said methods being responsive to messages from said system indicating changes in 
participant status during a service session (e.g. page 175, Figure 2. Dynamic C++ 
implementation class contains methods and they are overridden as part of the systems' 
implementation). 

7. As per claim 5, Hellemans clearly shows a system wherein said second class 
comprises a method for identifying characteristics of a plurality of service specific 
objects derived from said third class and instantiated during a service session (e.g. 
page 181, section 5.3). 

8. As per claim 6, Hellenrians clearly shows a system wherein said third class 
comprises a method for identifying characteristics of a plurality of service specific 
objects derived from said third class and instantiated during a service session (e.g. 
page 181, section 5.3). 



4. 



As per claim 2, it is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
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9. As per claim 7, Hellemans clearly shows a server comprising a data store 
wherein the server being arranged to transmit the application programming interface 
request (e.g. page 181, col. 1, lines 1-8). 

10. Claims 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Genette 
et al. ("Intelligent network: the service creation environment") (hereinafter Genette). 

11. As per claim 8, Genette clearly shows a service development system for 
generating service specific application parts to be implemented in a distributed manner 
in a telecommunications service session control system, said system comprising: 

A service component constructor: 

For storing data defining a plurality of framework components to be distributed between 
a client station and a server, and a plurality of customization components for 
customizing said framework components in a service-specific manner (e.g. page 14, 
col. 3, lines 10-22); for generating data defining a first user interface for representing 
said framework components and said customization components as icons on a visual 
display means (e.g. page 14, insert 1); and for defining relationships between said 
framework components and said customization components to generate customized 
components by operations on said first user interface (e.g. page 15, col. 2, lines 18-27); 
a control system simulator for simulating the interfaces and functionality provided by 
said telecommunications sen/ice session control system (e.g. page 17, col. 3, lines 1-9); 
and a service tester: for generating interactions between said control system simulator 
and said customized components (e.g. page 19, col. 1, lines 19-37); and for generating 
data defining a second user interface for representing participation in a service via said 
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telecommunications service session control system, on a visual display means, in 
response to said interactions (e.g. page 16, col. 2, lines 20-35). 

12. As per claim 9, Genette clearly shows a system, wherein said data defining a 
second user interface represents a plurality of participants in said service session (e.g. 
page 15, col. 2, lines 3-10), 

13. As per claim 10, Genette clearly shows a system, wherein said service tester is 
responsive to user input to specify the number of said participants (e.g. page 19, col. 1, 
lines 20-30). 

As per claim 1 1 , Genette shows a system, wherein said service tester is responsive to 
user input to specify the state of participation of a participant in said service session 
(e.g. page 19, col. 1, lines 30-41. It is inherent within the tester tool, to evaluate the 
state of participant after a service session has been established). 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Patent Number US 6,041,325 to Shah et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Farhood Moslehi whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8646. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 703-305-8498. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-746-7239. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone nunnber is 703-306- 
5484. 
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